Publication No. 74-¢79
WA-45-1020

April 17, 1974

Memo to: Clar Pratt, Russ Taylor
From: Allen Moore

Subject: Efficiency Study at Cashmere ‘82z LACOSA

A routine efficiency study was conducted at the Cashmere STP

on March 14, 1974. Because there was no headworks, influent
composite samples were taken at both the main city 1lift station
and the Tree Top lift station. Using proportional flow rates
the two composites were mixed together for a total influent
composite. Also composites were taken at the flow between Cell
#1 and #2 and at the final effluent. Cell #3 is used only during
the summer when high evaporation results in no discharge. There
is no comminutor and the sand filter beds are not used. Tree
Top, the only industrial contribution accounted for a BOD load
approximately 9 times that of the city during the survey. At
times their influent looked and smelled like pure apple juice.
The chlorination rate was increased at 1200 and was reflected

in increased chlorine residual and decreased bacteria counts.
Altogether, the plant looked neat and well run.
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STP Survey Report Form

Efficiency Study

City cashmere Plant Type Lagoon Pop. Served 2000 Design °000
Capacity
Receiving Water wenatchee River Perennial =xx Intermittent

Date 3-14-74 Survey Period 1015-1545 Survey Personnel MOOré geane

Comp. Sampling Fregquency Hourly Sampling Alequot = MGD x 1000ml

Weather Conditions (24 hr)Sunny-cool Are facilities provided for complete by-

pass of raw sewage? xx Yes No/Freguency of bypass Never
Reason for bypass - Is bypass chlorinated? Yes xx No
Was DOE Notified? - Discharge -~ Intermittent Continuous XX
Ccit Plant Operation
5.1/2 Kours Tree Top
Total flow__ 67,000 Gal - 25,300 Gal How measured Totalizer
. City Tree Top
Maximum flow _317 mgp — -115 MGD Time of Max._ 1200 hours 1015 hours
Minimum flow .230 MGD - .060 MGD Time of Min. 1315 hours 1100 hours
Pre Cl, No #/day  Post Cl, 34.25 #/day
Field Results
Influent Effluent
Determinations Max. Min. Mean Median Max. Min. Mean Median
— TT _CITY CITY TT CITY TIT
Temp °C 28 13.Q 12.5 18 13.04251 7,31 5.6 5.8
pH {(Units) 8.3 8.0 7.87.4 TIT 8.0J7.-48.117.8 8.0
Conductivity 24.5
(ymhos/cm?) i Siutele CITY i il Mk i
Settleable
; 7.5 7.4 7.25 7.2 T T T
Solids {(mls/1) 28 21 : rac ; T
24.5
Laboratory Results on Composites
Influent Effluent Final ¥ Reduction
CITY TT Combined Primary Lagoon _Eff.
Laboratory No. 74-784 -785 _ -786 —787 788
5-Day BCD ppm 160 3800 130¢ 60 50 96% est
COD ppm ?_?6 ‘ gg ‘‘ ‘‘ § . A% 5 1880 219 196 90%
T.S. ppm 784 4436 2029 696 646 68%
T.N.V.S. ppn 424 505 455 107 386 [5%
T.S5.S. ppm 292 581 429 215 150 65%
N.V.5.5. ppm 99 2_39 136 ND ND 100%
pH (Units) 8.0 7.9 7.8 7.6 8.3 ———
Conductivity
(umhos/cm?) 1020 700 910 980 920

Turbidity (JTU's) 81 190 100 30 21




Laboratory Bactericlogilical Results

Lab No. Sampling Colonies/100 ml (MF) Cl, Residual
Time Total Fecal Fecal
Coliform  Coliform  Strep 3 min.

74-789 1015 40 est | <10 ] .4

=790 1115 | 120.est | <10 ] ! .4

-791 1330 <20 1 <10 | 1.0

-792 _ 1500 <20 ]_<10 .75

-793 1600 <20 1 <10 .75

4

Additional Laboratory Results

NO3-N ppm - .17
NO2-N ppm = .03
NH3-N ppm - 1.3
T. Kjeldahl-N ppm - 10.2
O0-POy4-P ppm - 2.90
T-PO4-P ppm = 7.00

Operator's Name Tom Davies Phone No.

Furnish a flow diagram with sequence and relative size and points of
chlorination.

Type of Collection System

___ Combined __ Separate X Beth Estimate flow contributed by sur-
face or ground water (infiltration)

Unknown MGD

Plant Loading Information

Annual average daily flow rate (mgd) Peak flow rate (mgd)
Drv  .313 MGD Dry .216 MGD
wet Wet .442 MGD

COMMENTS: Increased rate in chlorination at 1200 is reflected by reduced

bacteria counts and increased chlorine residual.




STATE OF WASHINGTON ORIGINAL TO:

DEPARTMENT OF ECOLOGY o ™"

WATER QUALITY LABORATORY  troreseseecevccs

oooooooooooooooo

................

DATA SUMMARY LA FiiEg) 1111
source_CAsymepe ST/ Collected By SCOTT Jern e
Date Collected %’*’//4{/7% Goal, Pro./Obj.
Log Number 29 J44 755 786 787 768 760 70 79 782 793 suomm
Station: \Va %ﬂ/ Z“"‘;w la)8 | 115|330 fool [Goo
pH 401729 |78 |76 |8-3] | 00403
Turbidity (JTU) VBl | /75 |/008|F0 |2/ | | | | 00070
Conductivity (umhos/cm)@28c|/p20 | 202 | 7)0 |980 |4220 _ _ 100095
COD 294 | 5580\ 880| 219| 19 _ | 00340
BOD (5 day) oo 38’02_ 1300140 50% , | 00310
Total Coliform (cOl./lbOml) ‘ | _ _ {/o* | Igo% <£20 |<28 | 23| 31504
Fecal Coliform (Col./100ml) _. | _ 1500 1 €lo (<o [£]0 |X10] 31616
NO3-N (Filtered) | | _ /7 | , | | 00620
NO2-N_(Filtered) _ | -03 | | _ 100615
NH3-N (Unfiltered) | 1)-3 _ _ | o010
T. Kjeldahl-N (Unfiltered) | 110- _ | 00625
0-PO4-P (Filtered) 1290 | q 00671
Total Phos.-P (Unfiltered) ] | 7.00 i i 00665
Total Solids 784 1443 0| 2029| L90 | £ 46 | _ _ | 00500
Total Non Vol. Solids 424 s0514s5 407 1386] | | |
Total Suspended Solids 272 15871429 | 215| /50 ) | | | |_00530
Total Sus. Non Vol. Solids |49 239 | /34 MD | AD | |

Note: All results are in PPM unless otherwise specified. ND is "None Detected”
Convert those marked with a * to PPB (PPM X 10~) prior to entry into STORET

> ES 7,987 LD Summary By /Z’/ZM/M‘}%&OW/K/ Date %//0//7(/
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V.S DEPARTMEUNT OF THE INTERIOR
FEDERAL WATER POLLUTION CONTROL /\D“IN'STRAT‘OH

FORM APPROVED

SEWAGE TREATMENT PLANT OPERATION AN

e

BUDGETYT BUREAU NO. 42 ~H1527

D MAINTENARCE

PRACTICES QUESTIONHAIRE
CHECK CNE DATE OF AUDYT PLANTY DESCRIFPTION CODE (For Oflicial Use
Only)
[Jist avoir [Tlre-avoiT
A. GENERAL INFORMATION

. PROJECT {State, Nuniber)

SCOPE OF PROJECT (new plant, additions, etc.)

. PLANT LOCA TION (City, county)

CASHMERE | CQHELAN

IDENTIFICATION OF AREAS SERVED

TOWN oF CASHMERE

3. POPULATION

3A. FRACTION OF AREA POPULATION

SERVED (7o) 99 %

3B, PLANT DESIGN (population equivalent)

SCDp

SERVED 8Y PLANTY (dome

823 MeEEes

"' Ao

FEPALE

4.

TYPE OF COLLECTION SY5TEM

48. ESTIMATEID FLOW CONTRIBUTEZD BY SURFACE OR GROUND

4a. =
e - . WATER (inlfl: ion, mad
[_Jcousinep [} serparaTE  [BABOTH UL;}Z/IJDM\;;;\/Q‘ )
5'¥§Q:TCN?Q;LATJNWV BECAN SEWACE 6. YEAR PRESUNT SYSTEM PLACED lr‘w OPCRATION
. 6A. S&nm €B. PLANT MPRDYED §C. ANCILLARY WORKS
(Oial ROVED
19e bl- 1972 1961 - 1972

STA.S$12E OF PLANT SITE (acres)

7B8. APPRQX!MAT?_ AREA LEFT FOR EXPANSION {acres)

ApPeox o Aeces . APPpoY, ONE ACQE
BA.IN THE QF’ACE HPQVn PLIFIED FLOW DIAGRAM OR A WRITTEN DOSCRIPTION OF THD PLANT UNITS IN
FLOW TQUENCE METHOD F TIMATE SLUTGCE MISPOSAL. SO AP EPRCGAIMATE SUREFA "E ARCA CF
QTAQIL‘L»\TJO\ F’ON“.;» A NVM ERR OF CELLS. INDICATIE vwHITHER FLOW TO AMND FROM PLANT I3 BY PUMSING OR GRAVITY.
=XV = ~ 28
LIFT SIATION

No, 2 Faom RETOP 1ue.

O

LET STATIONM = )
TROM TOWN

£B. NOTE ANY SIGNIFICANT OR UNIQUE PROCESIING CONDITIONS.

Vst BEFFueEsT
SET, Sewp s,

LS TASEL FRor  CEll %2 To REwode

AL

AS wnoQel

9. RECEIVING STREAM

SA. NAME OF STRE AM

WeuhTedes  enes

9B. STREAM FLOW (S

DArerENNIAL

TTUINTERMITTENT

T NATURAL

TuTRASTATE

‘\NTERSTATE

T REGULATED [Tlcoastat

B. CURR

EMT PERFORMANCE AND PLANT LD CING INFZRMATION

T DALY FLOA RAT

1A ANNUAL AVERAS

B, FEAR F

LW RaTE /o) 1S, MINIMUN FLOW RATE rm3d)

(mgd; :

FARIMED

DRY WEATHER

V21 MG D

WET WELATHER

442 e . 210 MG:D

2 mec

2.AVERAGE 300D OF RAMHSEMAST ¢35 DA

_ee FPMt To Town

) ppm)

/&g'm P fop TeeeToP INe,

————
3. AVERAGE SETTLEASL \_t_ﬁ)

E S LlOaOrnAlS &
)
2,5 MLk FopTown /; S ReTREE TP uue.w

SUSFENDED 320105 OF RAw 5T

Mot AMALYSED

& AVERAGE

SAD

(mgs )

©

AVERAII TOLIFIRM DLNS|T{ QF RAWN 3ZWNA

NoT  ANALYSED ,

6. AMNUAL AvES

&4 BoO -l 5B.

Ave. 985 KMl

SETTLE 300~

999Y%  Gnmiac

LA 3OLIDS

EOTLANT. RETUTTION 7 e e s e
USSR INDED 30LIOS )
e

D, TULIFOD iy
NoT  AMALY <D

TRt

: NPT AMALYSED.

EWPCA-12 (Rev. 4--63)



FTA. BOES PLANT HAVE STANDBY POWER GENERATOR

78. ADEQUATE ALARM SYSTEM FOR

FOR MAJOR PUMPING FACIHLITIES? ] ves  [PAno POWER OR EQUIPMENT FAILURES? r_”gm/s [[1no
8. ARE CHLORINATION FACILITIES PROVIDED? |[v] YES || NO IF YES, IS CHLORINATION CONTINUOUS? [

IF YES, ANSWER BA THRU G

| Ye ] NnO
IF NO, EXPLAIN REASON FOR INTERMITTENT CHLORINAllTON

A PURPOSE OF CHLORINATION

sariTiIZE erruwenT

88. TYPE OF CHLORINATOR

ADVANCE " AultOaNATTIR-

PRSSNEY

Cormagt TANK

8C. POINT OF APPLICATION OF CHLORIKE

UoNTACT TAMK

8D. CAN BYPASSED SEWAGE BE CHLORINATED?

[Jves Sdrvo  RBYOASS CHLDM(\WDD-?

BE. AVERAGE FEED RATE OF CHLORINE (Ib/day)

34.25 lb/dAY

8F. CHLORINE RESIDUAL IN EFFLUENT

.:.3...5.___9;%1 AT END or—‘_..ﬂ'.....

MINUTES

8G. MINIMUM SUPPLY OF CHLORINE STORED ON PREMISES (1b)

) 1S5S0 b oyl ON CLoIDATO(R

OYVEE 1b AL, O SANDEY

(2) ISP IbOL AT CIT HALL-

9. ARE FACILITIES PROVIDED FOR COMPLETE BYPASS CF RAW SEWAGE?

A ~ves [ no

\F YES,

ANSWER A THRU G BZLOW,

ANSWER H IN EITHER CASE.

9A. FREQUENCY (times monthly)

NEeVE 2 LISED

38. AVERAGE DURATION (hours)

ANEvEZ WSED

9C. REASON FOR BYPASSING

Al &EasonN

9D. ESTIMATED FLOW RATE DURING BYPASS IS
[P WITHIN HYDRAULIC CAPACITY OF PLANT
" [[] BEYOND HYDRAULIC CAPACITY OF PLANT BY -

SE. DOES SEWAGE OVERFLOW (N DRY WEATHER?

] ves [#To

SF. TYPE OF DIVERSION STRUCTURE

O BVARASS CJontacrT TAH&

9G. AGENCIES NOTIFIED OF BYPASS

ACTION

IF EvER USE  YES.

SH. DO OPERATORS HAVE OPTION TO BYPASS INDIVIDUAL PLANT UNITS?

E MO

T3 ves No

(It no; . has this caused any operational problems?)

10A. ARE BACK FLOW DEVICES PROVICTD AT ALL CONNECTTIONS TO CITY WATER SUPPLY?

ANo ContieeTio NS,

#Tves [_wno

(It no, explain)

10B. CHECK TYPE OF BACK FLOW PREVENTION DEVICE

[} pousrLe cHeck vaLvE [ ] PRESSURE OPERATED

] PHYSICAL DISCONNECT

o Corit/ECTIOMN S,
‘ E} OTHER(specify)

11. USES OF TREATMENT PLANT

ANonE

EFFLUENT

t2. USES OF RECEIVING STREAM WITHIN 10 MILES OF CUTFALL

KECREAT IOK)

PRPWER GEMERLATION .

é‘oLuM s K t/m _)

13. HAVE THERE SEEN ANY ODOR COMPLAINTS SEYCHND THE PLANT PROPERTY?

(Clves [Aw5

(If yes, explain)

14. OBSERVED APPEARANCE AND CONDITION OF EFFLUENT, RECEIVING STREAM, OR DRAINAGE WAY

OBRSERNE L No OIFFEZ ELICE 104 APLEAL AMHOE

FWPCA-12 (Rev. 4-63) (Page 2)



' l'S.STABILIZATlON FPOMNDS

s
2 VWELDS CUT AND VEGETATIVE GROWTH IN PONDS ELIMINATED?

(Hves [Jwo

0. BANKS AND DIKES MAINTAINED (crosion elc,)?

HF~ves [ ] wno

C.FENGCING AND “'YAKRMNING - POLLUTED WATER' S51GNS PRESENT

AND IN GOOD REPAIRY

D, FREQUENCY OF INSPECTION BY OPERATOR

(F~ves []no Lqiey »
E.WATER DEPTH (feet) /N No. | CELL No 2 AND

4.5 vicH 3 _iLow _ = meoiun No. B rAy Dy P I SumuE2
F.ADEQUATE CONTROL OF DEPRPTH? G. SEEPAGE REPORTED?

et ves

|-
LJNO

(] ves [#¥No

H.ANY REPORTS OF GHROUND WATER CONTAMINATION FROM POND ({f yes, give detatls)?

(] ves [Avo

1.MOSQUITO BREEDING
PRODLEM T

T} ves

IF YES, NAME OF SPECIES IF
KNOVWN

[ To

J. CAN SURFACE RUN-OFF ENTER POND?
Sove STorsM st TEIZ-

C. SUPERVISORY SERVICES

[Aves [l N0 27 1N SYUSTEM

1.15 A CONSULTING ENGINEER RETAINED OR AVAILABLE FOR CONSULTATION ON OPERATING AND'.MAINTENANCE PROBLEMS?

Pves [ no

IF CONTINUING BASIS, WHAT IS THE FREQUENCY OF VISITS:

IF YESISIT ON: [ | CONTINUING BASIS

(P TPON REQUEST BASIS

OR

2. DO OPERATORS ANDOTHER PERSONNEL ROUTINELY ATTEND SHORT COURSES , SCHOOLS OR OTHER TRAINING ACTIVITIES?

[a/ves (1 no

IF YES, CITE COURSE SPONSOR AND DATE OF L AST COURSE ATTENDED

——

SIS Towh oF CASHNERE . 972

e ATomes 1wk Y CollEBs
LT Onesé 26 MARSH 1974,

IF NO, DO YOU KNOW OF ANY COURSES AVAILABLE TO SERVE THIS AREA?

3A. ARE ALL EQUIFMENT AND PARTS CF THE PRESENT PLANT STILL IN OPERATION? [E/VES

B. ARE PROCESSING UNITS OPERATING AT DESIGN EFFICIENCY?

[::l NO (If no, explain)

[ ves

E] NO (If no, explain)

4. HAVE THERE BEEN ANY DIFFICULTIES WITH THE SEWAGE TREATHMENT PLANT?

A STRUCTURAL [ ] YEs  [}-NO (If yes explain)
B.MECHANICAL [ ] YES [T R0 (1t yes, explain)
C.OPERATIONAL [ VES {1 NO(If yes, explain)
Lierern 1BeEps BRE  oF YERYS LIMITED USE [REDASE O SEAL/NG

D. BASED ON OPERATING EXPERIENCE TO DATE WHAT IF ANYCHANGES WOULD YOU RECOMMEND TO IMPROVE OPERATION

OF THE PLANT?

/S SwussfEeT  TRAT

A

SUSEMDED SowsD AENDVAL 1S Nor UP 7D SrawbasPs
FUTLATION SYSTEM MAy BE 1+ OROERL .

FWPCA-12 (Rev. 4-63) (Page 3)



' 5 ARETOPERATING RECORDS MAINTAINED? A Vg 1 no REPORTED? HYEs ] no
(It mointained, check general items included) = D 1O WOy 7’4;% o/-;_wa/tégu/»m roal » 5 // L7
LOEPT. © LNy = LASHS , DI OF AHEALT L

TSLUDGE CHEMICALS GRIT ‘ELEC., | = COST AIR MAIN ~ :
FREQUENCY [NEATHER FLOW HANDLED usep PIGESTER| yanoLeD USED DATA USED TEMANCE OTHER
DAILY - — — f—
WEEKLY . v
MONTHLY
ANNUALLY ‘ |

6. ARE LAB&RATORY RECORDS MAIN TAINED7~ (check appropriate box)
] vov av ALt [ oAy ] WEEKLY ] MonTHLY ] ANNUALLY
IF MAINTAINED CHECK FORM OF RECORU SELOW:

{T] Los Book (P 7ABULARSHEET [ ] SEPARATE BY OPERATION [_] CONTROL CHARTS [ ] GRAPHS
WHAT'PUANT AND/OR LASORATORY EQUIPMENT, GAGES AND'METERS ARE CALIBRATED PERIODICALLY?

. IS LABORATORY TESTING ADEQUATE FOR THE CONTROL REQUIRED FOR THIS SIZE AND TYPE OF PLANT?

B/YES [:J NO (If no, explain) //(/E MEE" ‘&QU/EEAA&TVN 7S AS SET /55,15’7"-‘*/
/s "Srare oF wAsSHINGTON
LABORaTORY  ELPN P, - WATER. Priurion ComTEOC
TEST SCHEONE ' (ZANT MAN A
. i A. NUMBER AND TYPES OF INDUSTRIES DISCHARGING TO SYSTEMS
B. INDUSTRIAL WASTES DISCHARGED TO MUNICIPAL SYSTEM: cD/s/E TEEE 7é/:> //(_/C’. JA//QE /2»4&/7-
B. POPULATION EQUIVALENT (BOD) OF INDUSTRIAL WASTES (pe) C. POPULATION EQUIVALENT (S5} OF INDUSTRIAL WASTES (pe)
25 25T
D. VOLUME OF INDUSTRIAL WASTES (mgd) E. COMPOSITION AND CHARACTERISTICS OF INDUSTRIAL WASTES
c D4949 Msp  Ava. FLu7 NWASTE

F.MAIN DIFFICULTY EXPERIENCED WIiTH INDUSTRIAL WASTE (explatn)

Sor1E LIAToMATiovs EALTH W GET 7o lACbows  MITH 1TSS
7erne  Cavsive DO, To DROP. OVER LosbdiNG |

G. HAVE INDUSTRIAL EFFLUENT PROBLEMS BEEN SOLVED? ms l iNO (If yes, how?)

SA. METHOD OR METHODS USED TO ASSESS INDUSTRIAL WASTE TREATMENT COST (check appropriate box)

[CIno cHarcE B8Y ciTY [ ]PROPERTY TAX [ | WATER USE ASSESSMENT P CHARGE BASED ON FLOW
[l cHARGED BASED ON 80D [ JcHARGE BASED ON S5 [ ] OTHER METHODS (describe)

COMMENT ON HOW CHARGE IS COLLECTED (fixed charge, sliding scale, etc.)

9B. IS INDUSTRIAL WASTE ORDINANCE IN EFFECT AND ENFORCED? MAves [Ino
10. WHO PRCVIDED INITIAL INSTRUCTION IN THEZ OPERATION OF THE PLANT?
FAUFO No@TH wesy nTER  Fourion) Comrpol Assoe,
11,15 A MANUAL OF PRACTICE OR INSTRUCTIONS AVAILABLE? 1F YES, WHO WROTE AND PROVICED IT?
(Bves  —ino LEE doHmSes A ASSed [/ FATE
12, ESTIMATE CF MAN-HOURS PER WEEZK DEVOTED TO LALGORATORY WORK AND MAINTENANCE OF RECORD 3 AND REPORTS

<I> AROrS AHFOL LS

D. PLANT PERSONNEL rAnnuai Average Staff for Most Recenat Year Reported in Section ' F*')

TOTAL MAN-HOURS| TOTAL NUMSER RANGE IN YEARS
JOR CATEGORY NUMSBER PER CERTIFIED OR EMPLOYED AT
. WEEK LICENSED PRESENT PLANT

1.SUPERIMNTENDENT a

2. OPESATODS / v 2@ 1 / / /,,_._._~__

3. LASORATORY TECHMICIANS

4. LABORERS

§. PART-TIME LAQORIAS . B I
6. TOTAL ) {
FWPCA-12 (REV. 3-63:(Paqe 4)




E. LABORATORY COMTROL

Enter test codes opposite appropriate items. If any of the below tests are used to monitor industrial wastes place an “X'’ in
addition to the test code.

CODES
! — 7 or more per week 3 -~ 1, 2, or 3 per week 5 — 2 or 3 per month 7 — Quarterly 9 — Annually
2 — 4, 50r 6 per week 4 — as required 6 — 1 per month 8 — Semi-—Annually
SLUDGE
» PRIMARY MIXED RECEIVING
ITEM RAW EFFLUENT | LIQUOR FINAL RAW SUPER- DIGESTOR | = syREAM

1. 8OD > g =

2. SUSPENDED SOLIDS

3.SETTLEABLE SOLIDS 2. 2

4. SUSPENDED VOLATILE

5. DISSOLVED OXYGEN 2 2

6. TOTAL SOLIDS

7. VOLATILE SOLIDS

8. pH

8. TEMPERATURE

NN
N

10. COLIFORM DENSITY

11. RESIDUAL CHLORINE 2z 2.

12. VOLATILE ACIDS

13, M, B. STABILITY

12, ALNMALINITY

5.
16. | | |
17. | | T
18. | | '
15, | ‘ |
F. OPERATION AND MAINT ENANCE COST FOR PLANT
YEAR OF OPERATION  [SALARIES/WAGES, -ELECTRICITY CHEMICALS I MAINTENANCE | OTHER ITEMS TOTAL
MOST CURRENT YEAR 19 T . 5422—‘@ Fzsa> f’S@w | 19, 242
PRIOR YEAR 1973, ¢8Z®<Z3 6466@ 554/@@@ _4"/®@¢ | /7.860
PRIOR YEAR 1972 ? / coo & 00 & s | ey
PRIOR YEAR 197 s sop . - — Sehop
EVALUATION PEIRFORMED BY TITLE ORGANIZATION
INFORMATION FURNISHED 3Y TITLE .. R ORC.SA——NIZATION “Bi::
i T MARQW
DWiD L. SiummeEr |_SOPT_ UTILMES. TOWN OF CASHWMERE |15 197¢

FWPCA=12 (Rev. 4-63) (Pagn 5)



G. NOTATIONS BY EVALUATOR

1. ADDITIONAL REMARKS (If remarks tefer to a particular item, identify by number)

2. GENERAL COMMENTS ON HOUSEKEEPING AND MAINTENANCE

3. REQUIREMENTS OF HIGHER AUTHORITY
3A. DOES THE PLANT PROVIDE THE DEGREE OF TREATMENT PRESENTLY REQUIRED BY THE staTeE? (If no, explainy

] ves NO
3B. ARE THERE ANY PENDING ACTIONS renforcement conferences, change in water quality standards, etc.) THAT WOULD REQUIRE
UPGRADING OF TREATMENT B8Y THIS PLLANT?

3C. NUMBER OF STATE INSPECTIONS OF PRESENT PLANT TO DATE.

IRED 7O (1) CORRECT DEFICIENCITS IN THE PLANT ORITS OPERATION OR

4. 15 ANY FOLLOW-THRU ACTIO U
OBLEMS? (If yes, describe required corrective action) D
YES NO

G
(2) RESOLVE INDUSTRIAL WA 23

—Z

{ RE
=

FWPCA-12 (Rav. 4-.68) (Page §)



